STATE OF CALIFORNIA - HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AGENCY CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
DATA SYSTEMS AND SURVEY DESIGN BUREAU

Independent Living Program (ILP)
Annual Statistical Report
Federal Fiscal Year October 1 through September 30

alblcld/ October 1, 2005 - September 30, 2006
STATEWIDE (Version 2)
Part A. Youths Served and Client Characteristics
1. Youths to whom ILP services were offered during the YEaI................oiiiiiiiiiii et ! 42,386
2. Youths who received ILP services during the year (Items 28 plus 2D)............uiiiriiiiieiiiee e 2 30,992
A. YOULNS WO @& MOt MAIMIEA. ... .. iiitt ittt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e et e e et e e e et e eaaanans : 30,727
D. YOUNS WHO @& MAITIEA. ......u.iiitiieii e et et et e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e et e e e st e e eaaaeees 4 265
3. Youths who received ILP services and are parents (Iems 38 PIUS 3D).........iiuiiiiiiiniiiiee e ° 2,052
A, YOULNS WO Ar& FAtNEIS. ... .couui ittt e e et e e e e e e et e e et e e et e e et e e e et e eaaa e © 332
D. YOUNS WHO @r& MONEIS. .....iiuiiiiiie et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e et eaeaeees 7 1,720
4.  Youths who received ILP services and have special needs (educational, mental and/or physical)................cccceeviieiiiieeninnn. 8 3,890
5. Youths who received ILP services and are no longer in foster care (ages 18-20)...........cc.uiiiiiiiiiiieeiiieeiiee e ° 12,199
6. Youths who received ILP services during the six month period following exit from foster care................cccccceiiieeiiiiinnieeenes 0 6,762
7. Youths in the Probation Department Who received ILP SEIVICES. ............oiiiuuiiiiiiiiiie e " 6,898
8. Youths in the County Welfare Department (CWD) Who received ILP SEIVICES. ... ......u. e eeeeaeieaeees ] 2 18,808
Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress
9.  Youths who completed ILP services or a8 COmMPONENt Of SEIVICES. ... .....iiiuuiiiiie et e s 13 27,786
10. Youths Who are continuing t0 rECEIVE ILP SEIVICES. ............uuiiiii et e et e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e et aees " 23,137
11. Youths who completed high school/GED or adult @dUCALION. ..............iiiitieiii e e e e e e e e e e e 1 5,152
12. Youths continuing and/or currently enrolled in high school/GED or adult @dUCation..................cceeivuieiiiiieiiiieeeieeeieeeaiaens 16 12,863
13. Youths who have completed vocational or on-the-Job traiNiNg................iiiiiiiiii e 7 1,281
14. Youths continuing and/or currently enrolled in vocational education or on-the-job training.................c.coeeeiiiieeiiieciieeeinnn, 18 1,839
15. Youths enrolled in college (IEMS 158 PIUS 15D)........uuiiitietii ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeaaes 19 3,961
a. YOUNS iN COMMUNILY COIBGE. ... ittt ettt e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e easaes 2 3,032
D. YOULNS IN fOUM-YEAI UMIVEISILY. ... ...iii ittt e e et e e et e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e et e e eaaeeeaaeeees Z 929
16. Youths who obtained employment (Items 162 PIUS 1BD).........couuuiiiiiieii et e e e e e e e e et e e e z 7,041
a. Youths who obtained fUll-time EMPIOYMENt. ............iii it e e e e e e e e e e 2,294
b. Youths who obtained part-time employment 4,747
17. Youths enlisted in military, Job Corps, or California Conservation COIPS...............iivuuuieiiinieiiie e e e 5 433
18. Youths actively SEeKING EMPIOYMENT. ... .. .uuu ettt ettt e e e et e e e et e e e e et e e e e e e eea e e e e e e atn e e e e eenen s % 6,208
19. Youths determined unemployable, SSI eligible, or other similar special Category...............ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e i 1,031
20. Youths who are living independently of agency maintenance ProgramS. ........ ... . e ereuuuueeeeeiii e e e eeeii e e e eeeiia e e eeeenines * 6,236
21. Youths Who obtained SUDSIAIZEA NOUSING. ..........c.veeeeee e e ettt 2 1,915
22. Youths who transitioned into other government assiSted SEIVICES. ..........uieeiieiii et e et e e e e e e e eeeenns % 1,205
23. Youths who participated in the Supportive Transitional Emancipation Program (STEP)...........cooiiiiiiiiiie, 3 31
24. Youths who were placed in a transitional housing placement program (ltems 24a plus 24b plus 24C)............cccoveiiiiiinninenne. 32 723
a. Youths who participated in a supervised, Transitional Housing Placement Program (THPP) (youths ages 16-18)............... % 439
b. STEP youths who participated in a certified, Transitional Housing Program-Plus (THP-Plus) (youths ages 18-21).............. o 105
c. Non-Supportive Transitional Emancipation Program (non-STEP) youths who participated in a certified, THP-Plus %
Program (YOUTN @g@S 18-21 ). ... ittt et e et 179
25. Youths who did not emancipate into safe and affordable hoUSING. ..o 36 840
26. Youths for whom no information could De ODtAINE. ...........eee e 87 6,462
COMMENTS

al Counties not reporting: Lake and Trinity.

b/ San Francisco County is reporting no data for ltem 23 due to no Step Program.
San Luis Obispo County is reporting ltems 23, 24b and 24c are not applicable due to not having a THP+ Program
during the reporting period.
Stanislaus County is reporting no data for ltem 23 due to no Step Program and ltem 24a due to County not offering
a THPP or THP+ Programs.

¢/ County now reporting: Contra Costa.

d/ DSSDB data entry corrections.
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2005 - September 30, 2006 (Version 2)

Part A. Youths Served and Client Characteristics
October 1, 2005 - 1. 2. ILP| 2a. Single |2b. Married| 3. ILP| 3a. Youth | 3b. Youth [4. ILP rec'd|5. ILP rec'd|6. ILP rec'd| 7.ILP rec'd [8.ILP rec'd
September 30, 2006 ILP offered| received youths youths rec'd fathers mothers | sp.needs | nolonger | 6 m post probation CwWD
parents youths inFC FC youths youths
Data Cell 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Statewide 42,386 30,992 30,727 265 2,052 332 1,720 3,890 12,199 6,762 6,898| 18,808
Alameda 1,780 1,401 1,396 5 75 5 70 31 578 344 89 734
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amador 21 21 21 0 3 0 3 2 3 6 0 21
Butte 247 205 200 5 20 3 17 42 108 74 14 191
Calaveras 133 125 125 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 105 20
Colusa 24 10 10 0 0 0 0 1 4 1 2 8
Contra Costa c/ 1,268 968 956 12 76 13 63 101 392 241 33 935
Del Norte 62 59 58 1 13 4 9 9 34 40 32 29
El Dorado 186 172 170 2 15 2 13 20 71 48 51 118
Fresno 2,132 2,132 2,123 9 128 24 104 124 372 38 663 938
Glenn 54 54 51 3 9 0 9 11 23 6 9 43
Humboldt 210 198 186 12 35 15 20 48 82 56 78 65
Imperial 142 96 95 1 9 2 7 51 23 31 37 59
Inyo 41 23 23 0 2 0 2 0 19 2 13 2
Kern 774 476 463 13 58 7 51 78 185 52 308 168
Kings 133 98 97 1 16 2 14 16 20 9 15 63
Lake al/
Lassen 135 135 135 0 6 1 5 17 27 0 23 12
Los Angeles 12,759 8,317 8,280 37 375 64 311 1,311 4,168 1,875 1,876 6,441
Madera 266 132 130 2 16 4 12 3 55 0 60 68
Marin 118 102 102 0 8 0 8 44 38 38 25 77
Mariposa 17 16 16 0 0 0 0 2 5 1 12 4
Mendocino 68 68 68 0 4 0 4 33 20 17 15 37
Merced 722 506 502 4 54 11 43 17 338 75 26 97
Modoc 43 43 43 0 0 0 0 9 7 7 32 11
Mono 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 4 4 0 2
Monterey 148 87 86 1 5 2 3 50 23 25 30 87
Napa 129 124 123 1 7 0 7 77 39 39 67 37
Nevada 81 62 59 3 5 3 2 4 19 12 6 4
Orange 2,875 1,835 1,832 3 107 12 95 133 609 254 178 1,657
Placer 179 172 170 2 10 1 9 63 72 47 54 90
Plumas 39 39 38 1 0 0 0 8 28 6 7 13
Riverside 2,419 1,294 1,282 12 80 27 53 64 755 755 600 858
Sacramento 2,024 1,541 1,527 14 156 25 131 340 325 168 108 726
San Benito 25 19 18 1 2 0 2 2 8 9 2 17
San Bernardino 4,835 3,606 3,553 53 225 30 195 261 1,493 1,006 941 1,644
San Diego 1,853 1,431 1,416 15 97 13 84 98 596 505 283 671
San Francisco b/ 1,775 1,775 1,774 1 42 4 38 138 264 124 89 882
San Joaquin 760 450 443 7 45 5 40 45 147 147 160 284
San Luis Obispo b/ 232 201 196 5 19 5 14 25 71 58 86 99
San Mateo 136 105 105 0 1 0 1 39 94 38 42 63
Santa Barbara 147 112 112 0 5 0 5 14 33 9 28 84
Santa Clara 583 469 466 3 39 8 31 123 187 115 83 249
Santa Cruz 226 204 202 2 20 1 19 82 81 63 32 70
Shasta 227 224 223 1 20 3 17 31 62 33 55 107
Sierra 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 2
Siskiyou 86 62 60 2 5 0 5 35 22 20 16 46
Solano 229 214 214 0 8 0 8 92 45 40 50 164
Sonoma 256 154 153 1 16 0 16 43 76 33 17 137
Stanislaus b/ 352 232 229 3 19 5 14 19 82 29 68 164
Sutter 69 40 39 1 1 1 0 12 21 14 9 31
Tehama 78 77 77 0 8 0 8 3 40 34 3 74
Trinity a/
Tulare 790 717 701 16 147 24 123 45 280 93 305 203
Tuolumne 24 15 15 0 1 1 0 0 6 4 6 9
Ventura 162 155 149 6 24 5 19 15 69 51 39 75
Yolo 185 98 98 0 6 0 6 48 19 14 5 98
Yuba 120 114 111 3 8 0 8 9 56 51 8 20
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2005 - September 30, 2006 (Version 2)

Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress
October 1, 2005 - 9. ILP|10. ILP 11. 12. GED,|13. Voc.|14. Voc] 15. Youths 15a. 15b. 16. Employed
September 30, 2006 completed continues GED, etc., etc., or OJT Or OJT in college | Community Four year youths
completed continues completed continues college university
Data Cell 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
Statewide 27,786 23,137 5,152 12,863 1,281 1,839 3,961 3,032 929 7,041
Alameda 1,401 914 158 700 102 405 261 117 144 165
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amador 21 11 5 13 2 2 0 0 0 8
Butte 187 149 40 109 12 16 34 28 6 54
Calaveras 60 12 4 12 0 0 2 1 1 0
Colusa 10 7 1 7 0 0 1 0 1 0
Contra Costa c/ 968 968 110 858 20 20 208 179 29 238
Del Norte 59 41 33 22 3 0 16 16 0 37
El Dorado 130 97 53 100 4 2 29 28 1 85
Fresno 2,034 2,034 98 938 12 0 41 38 3 106
Glenn 54 49 6 26 1 1 7 6 1 26
Humboldt 156 134 37 121 27 55 27 24 3 66
Imperial 73 57 8 67 12 26 17 16 1 45
Inyo 18 17 10 4 0 0 1 1 0 15
Kern 401 366 67 251 111 43 66 52 14 126
Kings 62 62 6 56 1 1 12 11 1 14
Lake a/
Lassen 35 35 35 26 0 0 3 1 2 6
Los Angeles 8,317 6,934 1,749 2,296 545 571 1,293 922 371 1,501
Madera 132 132 10 122 0 3 7 6 1 30
Marin 94 87 35 80 23 6 19 14 5 82
Mariposa 11 7 4 3 0 0 2 2 0 6
Mendocino 44 35 6 25 15 9 6 6 0 26
Merced 354 220 111 172 1 9 78 70 8 97
Modoc 43 41 7 28 17 23 4 3 1 17
Mono 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Monterey 496 148 17 87 0 4 12 8 4 33
Napa 124 63 20 89 6 8 7 7 0 45
Nevada 62 41 5 40 6 3 9 9 0 18
Orange 1,835 1,835 206 791 0 98 388 293 95 447
Placer 63 36 55 5 7 3 32 28 4 53
Plumas 37 14 8 21 1 6 8 7 1 10
Riverside 1,294 1,236 288 571 24 56 164 141 23 481
Sacramento 1,203 869 398 808 6 134 138 122 16 706
San Benito 19 12 8 7 0 2 5 4 1 7
San Bernardino 2,805 2,276 255 1,299 123 131 244 186 58 580
San Diego 1,431 1,431 318 804 2 24 161 137 24 409
San Francisco b/ 640 571 221 387 66 10 143 112 31 194
San Joaquin 450 246 110 327 0 13 61 49 12 151
San Luis Obispo b/ 195 122 75 142 30 32 33 27 6 132
San Mateo 105 94 31 101 2 1 48 41 7 67
Santa Barbara 38 5 34 2 0 0 19 12 7 14
Santa Clara 309 309 110 255 4 8 85 73 12 173
Santa Cruz 143 130 52 77 6 44 40 35 5 71
Shasta 214 117 47 131 4 3 12 9 3 50
Sierra 5 4 1 4 0 0 1 1 0 1
Siskiyou 44 34 11 29 8 3 3 3 0 16
Solano 184 138 44 145 2 6 23 18 5 177
Sonoma 155 154 30 58 16 4 24 18 6 68
Stanislaus b/ 82 45 23 4 3 4 32 30 2 45
Sutter 40 25 11 17 4 2 3 3 0 22
Tehama 72 40 14 26 0 1 5 3 2 15
Trinity a/
Tulare 658 474 113 361 20 13 85 78 7 172
Tuolumne 6 6 1 4 1 1 2 2 0 2
Ventura 215 101 24 123 4 12 24 23 1 86
Yolo 98 98 13 74 7 8 11 9 2 21
Yuba 96 54 12 38 21 13 5 3 2 21
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2005 - September 30, 2006 (Version 2)

Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress continued
October 1, 2005 - 16a. Full{16b. Part] 17. Military, |18. Seeking| 19.Unem- | 20. Living | 21. Subsidized | 22. Other
September 30’ 2006 time time Job Corps, work ployable, SSI.,| indepen- housing gov't
employed employed ccc etc. dently services

Data Cell 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

Statewide 2,294 4,747 433 6,208 1,031 6,236 1,915 1,205
Alameda 106 59 10 240 31 631 25 10
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amador 0 8 2 10 0 1 1 1
Butte 10 44 7 62 14 32 6 9
Calaveras 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
Colusa 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Contra Costa c/ 94 144 6 33 0 0 25 0
Del Norte 22 15 1 1 4 30 5 14
El Dorado 24 61 2 15 2 62 1 13
Fresno 22 84 2 379 20 0 34 0
Glenn 0 26 1 26 2 13 2 8
Humboldt 26 40 18 54 6 12 6 14
Imperial 3 42 15 45 18 10 5 24
Inyo 0 15 2 1 2 13 1 0
Kern 15 111 3 197 25 134 31 14
Kings 3 11 0 12 0 10 5 2
Lake a/
Lassen 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Los Angeles 502 999 89 1,802 450 1,367 823 256
Madera 2 28 1 21 3 2 2 2
Marin 17 65 0 3 5 30 2 2
Mariposa 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mendocino 2 24 0 8 4 11 0 4
Merced 14 83 8 79 14 70 7 22
Modoc 5 12 0 32 2 9 2 0
Mono 4 0 0 3 0 4 0 0
Monterey 15 18 2 52 12 25 4 2
Napa 6 39 0 27 9 28 5 13
Nevada 14 4 2 5 0 13 2 0
Orange 98 349 8 31 31 0 99 232
Placer 15 38 1 5 8 51 2 4
Plumas 1 9 2 3 1 12 2 1
Riverside 173 308 36 446 58 955 100 51
Sacramento 311 395 13 315 37 248 33 70
San Benito 1 6 2 1 2 12 0 0
San Bernardino 174 406 63 598 82 958 132 41
San Diego 146 263 22 360 15 539 202 15
San Francisco b/ 77 117 5 214 39 251 177 37
San Joaquin 37 114 58 308 29 35 10 24
San Luis Obispo b/ 43 89 5 108 6 46 26 114
San Mateo 38 29 1 5 4 9 46 0
Santa Barbara 6 8 1 6 4 5 1 1
Santa Clara 51 122 0 136 14 139 11 19
Santa Cruz 17 54 5 116 2 57 17 23
Shasta 15 35 3 21 10 28 21 2
Sierra 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Siskiyou 10 6 3 11 2 14 2 7
Solano 17 160 3 123 5 49 0 0
Sonoma 17 51 1 48 4 50 1 7
Stanislaus b/ 14 31 8 35 11 50 18 25
Sutter 7 15 4 11 6 12 0 0
Tehama 1 14 0 4 0 9 3 2
Trinity a/
Tulare 71 101 8 101 22 99 12 45
Tuolumne 1 1 0 1 0 2 0 0
Ventura 30 56 1 72 2 61 0 69
Yolo 4 17 3 10 2 18 3 3
Yuba 7 14 5 10 11 20 2 3
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2005 - September 30, 2006 (Version 2)

Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress continued
October 1, 2005 - 23. Supportive 24. 24a. THPP 24b. 24c. Non- | 25. No| 26. No
September 30, 2006 trans.hous. Placed Ages 16-18 | STEP THP-| STEP THP-Plus safe & information
(STEP) trans.hous. Plus Ages 18-21] Ages 18-21 affordable obtained
proaram housing
Data Cell 31 32 33 34 35 36 37
Statewide 31 723 439 105 179 840 6,462
Alameda 0 162 45 0 117 32 0
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Amador 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Butte 0 27 27 0 0 35 21
Calaveras 0 1 1 0 0 0 55
Colusa 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Contra Costa c/ 0 25 11 14 0 0 0
Del Norte 0 2 2 0 0 2 38
El Dorado 0 10 10 0 0 5 18
Fresno 0 0 0 0 0 18 0
Glenn 0 0 0 0 0 6 0
Humboldt 0 10 10 0 0 23 31
Imperial 0 0 0 0 0 4 18
Inyo 0 1 1 0 0 2 11
Kern 17 11 0 11 0 12 44
Kings 0 0 0 0 0 2 1
Lake a/
Lassen 0 0 0 0 0 0 28
Los Angeles 0 100 100 0 0 317 4,442
Madera 0 2 2 0 0 0 12
Marin 0 0 0 0 0 1 12
Mariposa 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Mendocino 0 6 6 0 0 10 2
Merced 2 0 0 0 0 12 221
Modoc 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Mono 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Monterey 0 18 10 8 0 17 0
Napa 0 0 0 0 0 22 14
Nevada 0 0 0 0 0 11 3
Orange 0 23 23 0 0 0 0
Placer 0 2 2 0 0 6 0
Plumas 0 13 13 0 0 2 0
Riverside 0 0 0 0 0 0 151
Sacramento 0 0 0 0 0 31 67
San Benito 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
San Bernardino 0 9 9 0 0 2 295
San Diego 0 28 0 0 28 45 422
San Francisco b/ 0 135 40 69 26 15 20
San Joaquin 0 11 11 0 0 36 11
San Luis Obispo b/ 0 14 14 0 0 5 1
San Mateo 0 10 10 0 0 2 2
Santa Barbara 0 11 11 0 0 4 9
Santa Clara 0 21 21 0 0 10 61
Santa Cruz 0 2 2 0 0 20 44
Shasta 0 20 20 0 0 2 3
Sierra 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
Siskiyou 5 3 3 0 0 6 0
Solano 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
Sonoma 0 17 17 0 0 3 108
Stanislaus b/ 0 7 0 0 7 7 19
Sutter 0 0 0 0 0 14 1
Tehama 0 4 4 0 0 2 1
Trinity a/
Tulare 0 2 0 1 1 91 139
Tuolumne 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ventura 0 12 12 0 0 2 114
Yolo 6 2 0 2 0 0 2
Yuba 0 1 1 0 0 3 3
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